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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claims 1 and 12 are objected to because of the following informalities: A ":" is 
missing after the word comprising. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rowe (USPN 6,076,030) in view of In re Japikse, 86 USPQ 70 C (CCPA 1950). 

With regards to claim 1, Rowe (USPN 6,076,030) teaches a system for 
documenting and controlling the operation of an attached implement for a working 
machine, comprising 

an operating parameter detection arrangement that is arranged to detect an 
operating parameter of the attached implement and to transmit an operating parameter 
signal to a memory, the memory receives the operating parameter signal and stores an 
operation documentation information derived from or corresponding to the operating 
parameter signal in memory (30;col. 3, lines 18-20) wherein the system is operable to 
control at least one of the implement and the working machine dependent on the stored 
operation and documentation information, (col. 3, lines 23-25) 
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With regards to claim 12, Rowe (USPN 6,076,030) teaches an attached 
implement for a self-propelled working machine is provided with a system for 
documenting and controlling the operation of the attached implement, the system 
comprising 

an operating parameter detection arrangement that is arranged to detect an 
operating parameter of the attached implement and to transmit an operating parameter 
signal to a memory, the memory receives the operating parameter signal and stores an 
operation documentation information from or corresponding to the operating parameter 
signal in memory, (30;col. 3, lines 18-20) the memory being attached to the attached 
implement wherein the system is operable to control at least one of the implement and 
the working machine dependent on the stored operation documentation information, 
(col. 3, lines 23-25) 

Rowe discloses the claimed invention except for the memory being arranged on 
the attached implement. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to , since it has been held that rearranging parts 
of an invention involves only routine skill in the art. In re Japikse, 86 USPQ 70 C (CCPA 
1950) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1-4 & 8-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over 
Ma et al. (USPN 2003/0014171) in view of In re Japikse, 86 USPQ 70 C (CCPA 1950) 

The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
only under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) might be overcome 
by: (1) a showing under 37 CFR 1 .132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not an 
invention "by another"; (2) a showing of a date of invention for the claimed subject 
matter of the application which corresponds to subject matter disclosed but not claimed 
in the reference, prior to the effective U.S. filing date of the reference under 37 CFR 
1.131; or (3) an oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1.130 stating that the application and 
reference are currently owned by the same party and that the inventor named in the 
application is the prior inventor under 35 U.S.C. 104, together with a terminal disclaimer 
in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .321(c). This rejection might also be overcome by showing 
that the reference is disqualified under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) as prior art in a rejection under 
35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). See MPEP § 706.02(l)(1 ) and § 706.02(l)(2). 

With regards to claim 1, Ma et al. (USPN 2003/0014171) teaches a system for 
documenting and controlling the operation of an attached implement for a working 
machine, comprising; 

an operating parameter detection arrangement that is arranged to detect an 
operating parameter of the attached implement and to transmit an operating parameter 
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signal to a memory, the memory (page 3, paragraph 0034) receives the operating 
parameter signal and stores an operation documentation information derived from or 
corresponding to the operating parameter signal in memory wherein the system is 
operable to control at least one of the implement and the working machine dependent 
on the stored operation and documentation information. (Page 1, paragraphs 0013- 
0014) 

Ma et al. discloses the claimed invention except for the memory being arranged 
on the attached implement. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to , since it has been held that rearranging 
parts of an invention involves only routine skill in the art. In re Japikse, 86 USPQ 70 C 
(CCPA1950) 

With regards to claim 2 and 13, Ma et al. (USPN 2003/0014171) teaches a 
display for displaying the operating parameter signal from the memory. (Page 2, 
paragraph 0033) 

With regards to claim 3 and 14, Ma et al. (USPN 2003/0014171) teaches the 
display interacts with an on-board computer of the working machine. (212;figure 3) 
(Page 2, paragraph 0030) 

With regards to claim 4 and 15, Ma et al. (USPN 2003/0014171) teaches 
additional information about the attached implement is stored in the memory. (Page 3, 
paragraph 0034) 

With regards to claim 8, Ma et al. (USPN 2003/0014171) teaches the memory 
contains a non-volatile memory. (Page 3, paragraph 0034) 
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With regards to claim 9, Ma et al. (USPN 2003/0014171) teaches the operating 
parameter detection arrangement and the memory are supplied electric current from a 
storage battery, (figure 1) 

Although the Ma et al. (USPN 2003/0014171) reference does not explicitly state 
a current source to supply current to the operating parameter detection arrangement 
and the memory, it would be inherent for the harvesting machine as shown in figure 1 to 
have a current source and it would be obvious to use that to supply the equipment 
attached to the harvesting machine with current from that source. 

With regards to claim 1 1 , Ma et al. (USPN 2003/0014171) teaches at least part of 
the operating parameter detection arrangement is arranged on the working machine 
and the parameter detection arrangement is connected to the memory. (Page 2, 
paragraph 0030). 

With regards to claim 12, Ma et al. (USPN 2003/0014171) teaches an attached 
implement for a self-propelled working machine is provided with a system for 
documenting and controlling the operation of the attached implement, the system 
comprising 

an operating parameter detection arrangement that is arranged to detect an 
operating parameter of the attached implement and to transmit an operating parameter 
signal to a memory, the memory receives the operating parameter signal and stores an 
operation documentation information from or corresponding to the operating parameter 
signal in memory, the memory being attached to the attached implement wherein the 
system is operable to control at least one of the implement and the working machine 



Application/Control Number: 10/610,477 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2863 

dependent on the stored operation documentation information. (Page 1, paragraph 
0013-0014) 

With regards to claim 16, Ma et al. (USPN 2003/0014171) teaches the working 
implement comprises a harvesting assembly. (Page 1 , paragraph 0030) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ma 
et al. (USPN 2003/0014171)/ In re Japikse, 86 USPQ 70 C (CCPA 1950) in view of 
Schick et al. (USPUB 2002/0059075). 

With regards to claims 5-7 Ma et al. (USPN 2003/0014171) does not explicitly 
disclose operating parameter signal contains information about where, how long the 
attached implement was operated and how much load the attached implement 
encountered. 

With regards to claim 5, Schick et al. (USPUB 2002/0059075) teaches the 
operating parameter signal contains information about how long the attached implement 
was operated. (Figure 6), (Page 3, paragraph 0025) 

With regards to claim 6, Schick et al. (USPUB 2002/0059075) teaches the 
operating parameter signal contains information about where the attached implement 
was operated. (Page 1, paragraph 0005). 
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With regards to claim 7, Schick et al. (USPUB 2002/0059075) teaches the 
operating parameter signal contains information about how much load the attached 
implement encountered. (Page 1, paragraph 0007), (Page 6, paragraph 0047) 

It would've been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the Ma et al. (USPN 2003/0014171) to include the operating parameters taught 
by Schick et al. (USPUB 2002/0059075) to arrive at the claimed invention in order to 
optimize the cargo at or near the vehicle's maximum capacity. (Page 1 , paragraph 
0007). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-9 and 11-16 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Behnke et al. (USPUB 6,682,416) teaches a apparatus and 
method for automatic adjustment of a transfer device on an agricultural harvesting 
machine and 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aditya S Bhat whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2270. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Barlow can be reached on 571-272-2269. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Aditya Bhat 
April 1, 2007 




